[The following' pages consist of extracts from a very voluminous and interesting correspondence with which the editor has been favoured since the publication of the article on homoeopathy and allopathy, in the January number of this journal. They are made public, in the hope that they may tend to promote the object with which the article was written?viz. the improvement of practical medicine. Emanating, as they almost all do, from men not only of reputation, but of long experience?from men in every rank of the profession, and living in different countries, they will show that the opinions promulgated by the editor are neither novel nor singular, but are in strict accordance with those entertained by the most eminent members of our body. All the merit the writer of the article in question has ever sought to claim for it, is, that it openly avowed what the writer knew to be the sentiments of the wisest and best among his brethren. The correspondence and the other documents now published will, it is hoped, spread more widely the knowledge of the fact?that sucliare in reality the sentiments of a large portion of the physicians and surgeons of the present day. Such a knowledge cannot fail to give greater confidence to the younger members of the profession, not merely to declare their opinions, but to modify their practice according to the views they may conscientiously entertain. It is mainly to the younger members of the profession that the writer of the article in question looks for the consummation of the reformation in therapeutics, which he is desirous of promoting, and which lie believes to be absolutely necessary ?and inevitable.
In his desire to forward the cause in which he has embarked, the editor has entirely disregarded the imputation to which he has probably laid himself open in printing these extracts?that, namely, of publishing his own praises. In sending them to the press he has certainly omitted much that was complimentary: but if he had omitted all, he would obviously have defeated the object he had in view in publishing them,?the corroboration of his own views by the high authority of others. The editor will only further add, that as none of these communications were written with a view to publication, he has not only omitted the writers' names, but left out every indication of their precise locality. He trusts that his excellent friends and correspondents will forgive him for making the profession generally partakers in the great satisfaction and advantage which he himself has derived from their communications.] (4) " (America), January 30th, 1846. " I thank you much for having written the article. The fulness of time has come in which all this matter should be exposed fully and clearly. You (drugs) are necessary in the treatment of all diseases. I have urged that it was the business of the physician to take care of the sick, pointing out tnat cure ana care were tne same word originally,?and tliat in taking care, it was much more important that he should endeavour to control the influence of the common agents, than that of the occasional ones, called medicines ;? that he should attend to the non-naturals,?those things which nature does not decide, but leaves to our choice,?that he, the physician, should do it, and not leave it to the nurse or the grandmother. In consonance with these views, I have been unwilling to say that my patients who recovered were cured by me; for I endeavoured to cure all of them, and claimed to have done it, even when they died. In our hospital, opened twenty odd years ago, I would not allow the record books to say that so many patients had been cured, as is a common practice; but that so many were discharged well, so 
